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Abstract

Brown's method mainly on infiltration purgative is enforcing as the preparation for total colonofiber-
scopy (TCF). In 1980 Davis reported the polyethyleneglycol-electrolyte lavage solution (PEG-ELS) method
which is highly valued at the present time. However in these preparations some problems are pointed
out such as adverse reactions (chill,abdominal pain etc),the taste and dose. So we improved pharma-
ceutical as modified PEG-ELS method and examined residue of large intestine and a questionnaire about
stool frequency, taste of pharmaceutical and adverse reactions in this method. The results showed that
residue and stool frequency were significantly decreased, and 97 percent of answers were without any
adverse reactions. We compared the modified PEG—ELS method with Brown's method, and the modified
method was very useful about in painful reduction of patients in preparation for TCF. These findings
showed that we improved and validated the clinical preparation used for early diagnosis of colon affec-
tion and treatment.
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Polyethylene glycol 4000 59.1g
Sodium sulfate 5.69¢g
Sodium bicarbonate 1.69¢g
Potassium chloride 0.74¢g
Sodium chloride 1.47g
2 %dimethylpolysiloxane 5mé
Simple syrup 50mé
Oolong tea q.s
Total volume 1000me
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